
Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC    
 
In the Matter of  ) 
  ) 
Request for Review of the Decision of the   )  CC Docket No. 02-6 
Universal Service Administrator by   )  
  )     
Pueblo City School District 60              )           SLD File Nos. 692445 and 687279  
Pueblo, CO  ) 
       )   
Schools and Libraries Universal Service  )    
Support Mechanism     ) 
 

 
 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW OR WAIVER  
 

 
Pueblo City School District 60 (“School District”) hereby requests that the 

Commission review and reverse the Decisions on Appeal of the Universal Service Fund 

Administrator  (“USAC”) in the above-captioned matter.1  This matter involves only one 

issue:  USAC’s refusal to grant a service delivery deadline extension request.  USAC 

never considered the merits of the School District’s request.  Instead, USAC rejected the 

School District’s request on procedural grounds (late filing): 
 

 
 

USAC, we submit, possesses or at least should possess the administrative 

authority to process late-filed requests like this one where the applicant has shown clearly 
                                                
1 Attached as Exhibit A are copies of the Administrator’s two decisions dated June 21, 2011.  The FRNs in 
 



that good cause exists for doing so.  Accordingly, the School District respectfully 

requests that the Commission instruct USAC to grant the service delivery extension 

request and to process all invoices related to the three funding requests in issue.  But if 

USAC does not possess that authority, then the School District respectfully requests 

instead that the Commission reach this same result by waiving its rules.    

 

Flooding and a series of senior management changes are the reasons why the 

School District needed more time to complete its E-rate projects and why it missed the 

deadline for filing an extension request.  Before it could do anything else after the flood, 

the School District first had to repair the substantial damage that its administrative 

building had sustained during the flood.  The stress level for everyone involved in the 

repair and installation projects was already high, but because the School District was 

simultaneously in the throes of replacing senior managers, including the superintendent, 

it was magnified even more during this very difficult time.  

 

In the School District’s Letter of Appeal and supporting exhibits, the School 

District explains more fully what happened and why.2  There, in addition to explaining to 

USAC why the flood caused the E-rate projects to be delayed, the School District also 

explained that the flood had a lot to do with why the School District missed the 

September 30th deadline for submitting its extension request.    

 

In numerous other cases like this one where USAC has denied funding for 

missing a deadline, the Commission has routinely reversed those decisions, so long as the 

school or library had a good reason for missing it and there was no evidence of waste, 

fraud or abuse.3   Here, for reasons well beyond its control, the School District could not 
                                                
2 See Exhibit B, Letter of Appeal and supporting exhibits.   
3 See Request for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Alton Community Unit 

School District 11, et al., Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, File Nos. SLD-

518052, et al., CC Docket No. 02-6, 25 FCC Rcd 7089 (Wireline Comp. Bur. 2010) (granting 49 appeals 

after finding good cause to waive USAC’s deadline for filing FCC Forms 472 or 474); Request for Review 

of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by ABC Unified School District, et al., Schools and 

Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, File Nos. SLD-584091, et al., CC Docket No. 02-6 



complete its E-rate projects on time, and, for unfortunate but certainly understandable 

reasons, it missed the deadline for requesting more time.  There is absolutely no evidence 

of waste, fraud or abuse, and it would not further any good E-rate policy purpose to deny 

funding to the School District in these circumstances.  Accordingly, for all of the reasons 

articulated already to USAC and summarized here, the School District respectfully 

requests that the Commission grant this appeal. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

  
 

cc:   John D. Harrington 
Funds For Learning, LLC 
2575 Kelley Pointe Parkway 
Suite 200 
Edmond, OK  73013 
jharrington@fundsforlearning.com 

                                                                                                                                            
(Wireline Comp. Bur. 2011)   (granting 24 appeals after finding good cause to waive USAC’s deadline for 

filing FCC Forms 472 or 474); Requests for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator 

by Alpaugh Unified School District et al., File Nos. SLD-523576, et al., CC Docket No. 02-6, Order, 22 

FCC Rcd 6035 (2007)   (granting 78 appeals of applicants denied funding because they failed to respond to 

USAC’s request for information within the USAC-specified time frame); Request for Review of the 

Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Alaska Gateway School District, Schools and Libraries 

Universal Service Support Mechanism, File Nos. SLD-4 12028, et al., CC Docket No. 02-6, Order, 21 FCC 

Rcd 10182 (Wireline Comp. Bur. 2006) (finding good cause to waive USAC's deadline for FCC Form 486 

for several applicants); and Request for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by 

Sacred Heart School, Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, File No. SLD-365343, 

et al., CC Docket No. 02-6, (Wireline Comp. Bur. 2011) (finding good cause to waive the Commission’s 

60-day deadline for filing an appeal and the Form 471 filing deadline).  
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